in our models and in our- radioc equipment. The hobby provides many

hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial

aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz

band. ~

Sincerely,

sy CtrreaTphies Tag
Tnczarperi, Cnd FZTITZ
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ek Uonnie Soderstrom ™
i T 1301 Myrtle Street
Turlock, California 95380

Dear Senator Feinstein:

S R S SRSt 1

I am very concermned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents

and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes. -

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land mobile
dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and
rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control
frequencies and cause interference to the radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are

adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly

decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet or more and weigh as much as 40
pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build, but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
aircraft. We need the use of our full complement or radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying

environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the
expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radios,
but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many
hours of enjoyment to thousand of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of

the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals
for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

PS. /
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January A1, 1993

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
Us Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Feinstein:

As a fellow San Franmcisco Bay Area citizen, 1 am asking for your
help on the proposed FR Docket 92-2734 under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission. I+ adopted the new rule will
greatly reduce the frequencies currently assigned for R.C. model
use. Ouwr radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band
which is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch

operations.

The frequencies are far enough apart that we have been able to
share this band without interfering with others. The proposed
ritle will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Ehr apart
(row 10 Ehe apart) which will make at least 40 of the 50
freguencies unsafe for RO model use.

Thie affects both R.C. airplane, car, and boat activities. When
there is interferences vouw loose control of the operation of the
radio and therefore yvouw airplane, car, boat, etc can crash
and/or go out of control. This affects kids R.C. tovs as well as
adults. I am a member of the BARCS (RBay Area Radio Control)
operators of R.O. airplanes who go to great lengths to prevent
freguency overlaps to protect owr airplane and avoid mishaps to
others.

Thie will also affect the R.O. industery which has also been
atfected by the recession and does not need any problems for
their pilots. There is a sizable industry and hobbvists who have
a considerable investment to protect as well has protecting a
wonder+tul hobby, especially for Bemnior Citizens.

allow the FOO to carry out it s proposal
Fa MiHe band which f a deadline of

Tharnk vou for vour cooperation.

We need your ) Lo mo
FR Docket 27- boF o
Faebruary H&, &

ey

Sinocerely,
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David R. Ran‘dv: .
1747 S. Harvison St.
Stockton, CA 95206

The Honorable Diane Feinstein . Rega rdinga PR Doclfﬁf 92-235

United States Senate -
Woashington, D.C. 20510 l

Dear Senator Feinstein, =
I3y

on
J have been interested in flight since before J couid read. The only wayu?or me to
actively participate in flying was to build model aircraft. J am currently a member of Delta
Valley Modelers, a local R/C (radio control) club and have been for over a year. The amount
of time and money J have invested in the sport of modeling is monumental. The concern J
have is that if the Federal Communications Commission proceedes with the acceptance of PR
Docket 92-235, the new rules will greatly reduce the useability of frequencies now assigned

for use by model aviation. ,
’ J understand that the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting

them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. Understand that some model aircraft have wings spanning 10' and
weighing as much as 55 pounds. A model of this size and weight could cause major property
damage, and more seriously, injury or death. We need the full range of radio frequencies to
assure a safe flying environment,

The radio control model industry has spent the better part of 40 years designing and
perfecting radio control equipment. In that time it has undergone major changes and has
become much more user friendly causing the industry to become a provider of work for
Americans. My experience 16 years ago demonstrates the problems that will surely arise.
My brother and J were learning some of the rudiments of flight when a land mobile unit was
keyed, and we lost a $400.00 model aircraft. Jf the FCC is allowed to further diminish the
legal frequency tolerance in the 72-76 MHz bands, the losses will be much greater.

Jt is my opinion that it would be unwise for the FCC to try to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may
not think model aviation is as important a radio user as buisness radio users, but we have a
considerable investment in our aicraft and radio equipment and are guaranteed the persuit of
happiness by this country's Constitution.

Please kelp me continue the safe_ enjoyment of my chosen form of recreation b)_/ not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,
David R. Rankin
Daniel L. Rankin



e ——————I

2/2/93

‘-ﬂ wm /Leﬁ,uwfomc( \Q ongey awll«abw( and %uv’u]
rene-duX M,\Lﬂwu d hwe Lo MM modal],  Canplbarin
S a7 A R NS
ol whos pmdee Ahp 250 alinag, d o comeinmid

abot tha yuwpew& Nl Rl o tnndin cmwléwta’wjy

the Fedud Commamcidive  Commiaaiin (T:'C,C,] PR Decxer

12235 ) adeped  this wvidd  peduce the weakdily o

the %&W "“‘6)“’“”( 7("" medid o, Cun fodie contid

faguaniinn o o Yo T2- 76 Mz dund. Wi fue pe
/W"/g"" a it dlnde Mo Fut th FLC punds b creat
m otk /bwfa_;n% ol et ez G B b contoet
//kﬂzwzwvz angtd i paues /mv&:pw A Sacdye coniliot
o e | am Gl that of 50 pygumesn only 19 will
Aot o the mor mde o wdpd o AL Thiv happore
mamg of o Y TG oo will be ik ourg Jrom st
B il ok Ut dan o f-o"b Tht ez Mt}kﬂ tha r),f.gzu
o mdl an U /J}/u‘zz;m Lo Ce the {medu horvie o
Usmus Apan vf ¥ = (C 'wi‘ aond We;.]w 3t & 6‘}% Pwa(,q_/
tf/\.u,? cordl Core ’.wzquwf:\ olam age ot ax."zm &n{u'y
dent e wradk G bl Gl + e i furinis
Coer  ThE opaulin L (ae wndnek . 2o dud crn ’f"“i’("
m,'ju yrand - Dt o e e e ..)(L/.c f/bv} ,-,{x:\.

A ¢ B ;.
1 - s et L NAnand ./,}MMLL




DAL YorPry
JEF Y LS AL ME

SAN JESE G5 2.5




The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

January 21,1993 0

Subject: FCC NPRM Pr Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

Let me begin by congratulating you on your recent election. Here's
hoping things will change for the better in Washington. I am writing
to request your assistance in the rejection of the subject proposal

presently before the F.C.C. for adoption.

During the last five years we in the Radic Contrel Model hobby were
required to replace all our equipment because the F.C.C. decreased our
frequency spacing from 20 Khz to 10 Khz. The equipment replacement was
very expensive and now they would all be obsoleted by this docket

changing the spacing to 2.5 Khz.

Most of us have been interested in Radio Controlled Models for over
thirty years and we spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn what a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile. -

This proposal, if adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make the operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. The models I fly are large, fast ,and
expensive, therefore I take every precaution to operate them safely.
There is no precaution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interference by another radio broadcasting perhaps miles away on
a frequency only 2.5 Khz, away from my radio.

It is for the reasons I have stated that the proposals in FCC. NPRM PR
Docket 92-235 to add frequencies between model and commercial

frequencies not be adopted.

Sincerely

wy /

Ot caseeHe,
FZe5 7
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The | e Feinstein 4 February 1993

U.! - o
Washington, D.C. 20510 : -0 el

Dear Ms. Feinstein:

I am involved with the sport of Radio Controlled modeling. I
am presently a member of the Bayside Radio Control Club in Fremont,
California. Our club has over 270 members. I enjoy building and
the flying of R/C aircraft. In the beginning of 1991, we under
went the changing of all our Radio equipment to insure that we met
the new guidelines set forth by the FCC and to keep our hobby safe.
I presently own four (4) Radio control systems and ten (10)
different models and I have a workshop full of products, equipment,
and projects necessary to operate my aircraft.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rule will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
R/C models and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are currently in the 72-76 MHz
band. This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our radio-control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from land mobile frequencies that we have been
able to share the band without either use interfering with the
other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235
replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows
for the safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping a 10
KHz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by
R/C enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 KHz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72
MHz band (for R/C aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
MHz band (for R/C cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In fact,
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our R/C models, we go to great lengths to
ensure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the frequencies. If the number of
usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense
of the radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. It is a
sizable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FcC
actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement
and development of the commercial aviation industry.



Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for
the 72-76 MHz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC
has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

Sincerely,

D M Caves
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I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as
business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out
its proposals for the 72-75 MHz band.

Sincerely,

Chuck Grim
Treasurer

(619) 274-7322
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The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein:

Iam an active radio controlled model airplane builder and operator and I derive many hours of enjoyment from this activity. Iam
active in a local club whose members also enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about the proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopeed, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencics
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes. I suspect
they may even become unusable for model use.

As a matter of fact, I own two radio controlled airplanes and one radio controlled helicopter that would be unusable if this
frequency assignment is made. The reason that they may be unusable is because the proposed new frequencies are so close,
interference will occur and render most model frequencies unusable. I don't want to risk injury to individuals and/or ruin my
investment of approximately $4,000, or give up so much fun that is derived from this activity.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72- 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobil frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders
and the protection of property. A major portion of the precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many of the model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. My
helicopter has a main rotor span of 60" in diameter. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they
are capable of causing property damage, serious injury or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundred of operators participate. We need the use of our full
complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of
enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,



Dear Senator Feinstein:

I am very active in the construction and flying of radio controlled
RO I

model airplanes. I am an active in a local radio control club will
250 members and enjoy my hobby very much.

I am very concerned with the FCC and their PR Docket 92-233., 1If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce or make it impossible to
use frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the
risk of accident and with it the liability for contrcliliing model
airplanes.

Please understand that my models are not just toys. My largest model
plane has a weight of 25 pounds and has both still photography and
video camera capabilities. I have $1600.00 invested in this model
alone. It goes without saying that a radio interference problem
would make this model very dangerous and could cause serious injury
and property damage.

I do not think that the FCC should seex to improve operating
conditions for land mokile use at the expense of radio cont
imnodelers. The hobby provides maay heu.:z of enjoyment and v
t¢ thousands of pecple 1ike mys3elf. The radic contiel hobby a
L hd .
[ a

Daue! o~ oo b £ N e
Jeve.oplell 20 L w CULINTC

Ca O

- A

. —-»".. .
contributes tco the alvancsmen
ciats ;




Lol 519973

v -uve dle 'Ulavme F'ebm 51@;4 ,
le‘-‘lecl 5’/@‘((’5 5(/44«.‘[&' o TS
Wd 5‘\1*7‘%&4 , IDLQ \ ‘ v

ﬁq.[? PR Docket F2.-235

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with

the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be

left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of

safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying

environment,.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

Hoonid £ Koo






Radio control enthusiasts go to great lengths to ensure the safety of R/C pilots,
bystanders, and model airplanes. The airplanes are expensive to build and, more
importantly, they are capable of causing property damage and serious injury if radio
interference causes the pilot to lose control of the aircraft. We R/C pilots depend on
uninterrupted radio contact with our airplanes at all times when we are flying. The close
frequency range of 2.5 kHz would cause interference in our transmitters and render
unsafe at least thirty of the fifty frequencies assigned to radio control.

I am an active member of the Pioneer R/C Club, an affiliate of the Santa Clara County
Police Activities League (PAL). Our club makes annual monetary contributions to PAL
to support its youth programs and special group activities. We also regularly contribute
to the development of our youth by teaching them how to build and fly R/C aircraft, in
addition to stimulating interest in science and technology and the advancement of the

commercial aviation industry.

It is unfair of the FCC to accommodate land mobile radio users at the expense of radio
control users, and I would appreciate your help so that:

1) NPRM-PR Docket 92-235 is not implemented, and

2) R/C fliers like myself can safely use our frequencies on the 72-76 MHz band.
I would appreciate hearing from you regarding this matter.

Sincerely yours,

o

J. Gregg Wilson, Jr.



The Honorable Dianne Feinstein January 21,1993
331 Hart Senate Office Building o

Washington, D.C. 20510
Subject: FCC NPRM Pr Docket 92-235

o b E

Let me begin by congratulating you on your recent election. Here's
hoping things will change for the better in Washington. I am writing
to request your assistance in the rejection of the subject proposal

presently before the F.C.C. for adoption.

During the last five years we in the Radio Control Model hobby were
required to replace all our equipment because the F.C.C. decreased our
frequency spacing from 20 Khz to 10 Khz. The equipment replacement was
very expensive and now they would all be obsoleted by this docket

changing the spacing to 2.5 Khz.

Most of us have been interested in Radio Controlled Models for over
thirty years and we spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn what a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile.

This proposal, if adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make the operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. The models I fly are large, fast ,and
expensive, therefore I take every precaution to operate them safely.
There is no precaution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interference by another radio broadcasting perhaps miles away on
a frequency only 2.5 Khz. away from my radio.

It is for the reasons I have stated that the proposals in FCC. NPRM PR
Docket 92~235 to add frequencies between model and commercial

frequencies not be adopted.

Sincerely Cb\jﬁ:ﬂ{”\x fLLL.,C{é’UL

20100 Marile Ct
thwm*)CA G254y
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February 4, 1993

The Honorable Sen. Diarme Feinstein
367 Dirksen Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Sen. Diarme Feinstein:
I am a Radio Control Modeler and just learned of PR Docket 92-325.

I am retired and have four radio's in the 72 MHz range and two in the 75 MHz range.The
equipment that I run can run upwards of $3,000.00. I am concerned over this proposal

in three areas:

1. The frequencies are too close to existing R.C. frequencies.

2. They are mobile.

3. The allowable deviation off the new mean frequency is large enough that they could
legally cross over into one of our R.C. frequencies.

The safety aspect of one of my planes losing control in flight is very dangerous, not
to mention the liability factor.

Please BLOCK this proposal.




The Honorabls Dianifie Feinsteinh - B February 7, 1993
Ref: FCC Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR :Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein

I would like to bring an issue to your attention. It may affect a number of your
constituents.

I have been interested in aviation since I was a small by and I've been active in Radio

Controlled (R/C) Model Aviation for over 10 years. I'm very concerned about a
proposed rule under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).

The proposal is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, this new rule would greatly reduce the
number of frequencies assigned for R/C model use and increase the risk of accidents.

R/C frequencies are in the 72 to 76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. Our current R/C frequencies are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies, we've been able to share the band without

interfering with each other.

The NPRM in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88.

Part 90 allows for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping 10 Khz
spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by R/C enthusiasts. The
new Part 88 will allow mobile usars on_freguengies within 2.5 Khz ngaﬂable to

‘Aircraft) and 10 of 30 frequencies on the 75 Mhz band (for R/C Cars and Boats) now
used.

We R/C modelers go to great lengths to ensure safety. These models are NOT TOYS
and can be very dangerous if rendered uncontrollable by some mobile transmitter.
These models are capable of speeds in excess of 120 MPH and mine weigh between
10 and 15 pounds. They could easily damage property or kill someone.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to expand operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of R/C modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as
business users of radio, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these
detrimental FCC actions. This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment for hundreds
of thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry. It also fosters interest in many
technical areas for the young and provides a great alternative to drugs, crime, etc.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 Mhz band. We all need your
_help urgently because the PCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may
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January 30, 1993

The Honorabtle Dranne Feilhstein
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein:

I am requesting that you help prevent the FCC from implementing
their proposed rule (NPRM-PR Docket 92-235) for modifying the 72-

76 MHz band.

I—am a builder and flyer of radio controlled model aircraft and
our radios use this band. The proposed additional frequencies
would be within our bandwidth and would certainhly interfere with
aircraft operation. JThis would create a safety problem and a
financial burden on model aircraft flyers.

Since the proposed new frequencies are designhated as mobile,
their operation and potential interference cannot be predicted or
detected ahead of time. Interference will cause planes to go
out of control. Since the planes can weigh several pounds, an
out of control plane becomes a dangerous projectile with the
potential to injure to people or damage property.

In addition, these planes may cost anywhere from $30 to hundreds
of dollars (not counting the value of 10’s to 100’'s of hours to
build) which wou!d be destroyed 1n a crash. We have recently
been forced by the FCC to buy or upgrade our radios to 10KHz
narrowband. Now this new proposal would make these radios which
cost from $100 to $2000 unusable. Many of us have several radios
{I have 4 at a total value of about $600).

This proposed new rule is unfair and dangerous to the 1000’s of
model piane enthusiasts as well as the general public. Please do
not allow the rule to be implemented.

Sincerely,

szuz(ﬁf;ﬂmii\

B111 Souder
3353 Crazy Horse Dr.
Simi Valley, CA 93063



